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On the other hand, he was involved almost at once i
a conflict for his eastern possessions, developing into an
ecclesiastical crisis which overshadowed in its importance leads to
everything else in the reign. It all began with the deter- quarrel with
mination of duke Charles of Lower Lorraine, excluded from apacy
the French throne, to make good his rights as heir to the
Carolingian domain. In 988 he seized Laon, and Hugh was
unable to eject him. He even threatened Rheims, and the
death of archbishop Adalbero in 989 greatly improved his
prospects. Hugh then made what seemed to be a clever
move. He secured the election as archbishop of Arnulf, a
bastard son of king Lothar, thereby, as he hoped, dividing
the Carolingian party. In the event, he only strengthened
it, for Arnulf, elected in March, turned traitor in September
and handed over Rheims to Charles. For two years Hugh
was helpless and then he turned their own weapon against
them ; by the treachery of bishop Adalbero of Laon he got
them both into his own hands. Charles he kept a prisoner
till his death a year or two later, but he could not treat the
archbishop so arbitrarily. He summoned a council of bishops,
which declared Arnulf deposed and elected Gerbert to succeed
him. By canon law the deposition of an archbishop needed
papal assent, and Pope John XV, who had not been consulted,
indignantly refused his sanction. His authority, however,
commanded no respect, since he was notoriously under the
thumb of the patricius Crescentius. The French bishops
defied the Papacy and maintained their own view of Church
law and government against the Pope. Papal legates presided
•over synods in France, but were unable to arrive at an
.accommodation. This was still the situation when Hugh
Capet died in 996.
The new king, Robert II, who is generally known as Robert II
" Robert the Pious," owes this appellation to the laudatory
biography of him by his chaplain Helgaud; it is mainly a
collection of anecdotes designed to depict Robert as a pattern
of all the Christian virtues. He was, indeed, well-instructed
in the learning of the day, so that he was interested in matters
theological, but he was also a man of action, and often roused
himself to uphold, and even to extend, the interests of the
monarchy. He was gentle in a rough age, and lacking in
the ferocious determination which marked so many of his

